SIXTEEN. 


 ANTIQV ARIES 


PROPOUNDED 
To the Catechiſer of Dio TREPHES. 


The PREFACE. 


> Eſt the Reader ſhould bein a mae about the intent of 
theſe Antiqueries he may pleaſe to take notice, that the Aus 
Az, ther conceivedit the fitteft way of anſwer to Mr. Prynns 
AP Sixteen Queſtions: Fartly, becauſe the chiefe of them 
PETIT \ are alreaty propounded by the Honourable Houſe of Com- 
07s to the Reverend Aſſembly for their reſolstion, whom to anticipate 
by his ſhallow indeavours, might be counted little better than a preſump- 
t:09.Partly bieauſe divas of Mr. Prynns Qneries ſeem to be little bet- 
ter then captions, as requiring that to make a thing of Divine right, 
(namely, a cleare proof from Scriptyre in expreſſe termes) which no ra- 
tionall man not ingaged will demand or expett. Now a captions 9ueftion 
cannot wel be anſwered better than by a Queſtion; for which the Author 
waits not 4 good prejident, Mat. 21. 23.tothe 27. Yet he hath not ſo 
bound himſelfe up to Queries, but in ſome matters of difference , hee 
takes liberty of diſpute; eſpecially about that great queſtion of ſuſpenſion 
from the Lords Supper, and that n:w Paradox of Mr. Prynns,that the 
- Lords Supper is a converting Ordinance; which miſtake ariſes frrm con- 
founding thoſe things that fhoula'be diſtinguiſhed, and attributing that 
20 exe Ordinance,which is the proper effett of another. For example,in 
the Lords Supper four Ordinances uſually meet, namely, Prayer, Preach « 
5nz, ( at leaſt in opening and applying the words of Inſtitation) finging 
of Pſa;nes,ond the adminiſtrationof the Sacramentall elements. 

Now wee 4e1y not but Prayer and Preaching art converting ordinan- 
ces : But the g.19t queſtion 1s, whether the altrall recerving of the S4- 
cramen:all elements be a converting Ordinance, Thu we deny, and #n- 

 leſſe Mr.Prynn 64n make this good, he ſpeaks nothing tothe purpoſe: bus 

. muy as well prove Marriage,Ordination,or Burial of the dead to be con- 

werting Ordinances, as the Lords Supper ; ſince at all theſe the Prayers 
and Sermons that have been in uſe, ng doubt have been effeinall meants_ 
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* 20 convert divers, and in particular, Marriage teachts ut adwirable 


things about the love of Chrift to his Charch,erc. Tet 1 thinke never 
any was ſo mad, xs 10 call azy of theſe three converting Ordiuancer.The 
ſamereaſon tc there of the Lords Supper, Therefore wee deny not but 4 
ſcandaloxs perſon, yea,an heathen may be preſent at the Lords Supper, 
and hear the Prayers andexhertations, ſeethe Elements conſecrated, and 
all the Sacramentall att10ns,and this with a great deal of profit , if the 
Lord pleaſe ro fanttifie all theſe unto him: which is further a Pparent in 
the oth:y Sacrament of Baptiſme,the preſent benefit whereof uſually re- 
aunds more tothe ſianders by,than to the party Baptized, But that the 
aituall receiving of the ontwardelements by a er iceleſſe ſcandalous per- 
ſen doth never convert him, I conceive may be clearly proved by this ar- 
ument He that eates and drinks dummnationgthat diſccrnes not theLords 
Ls hat murders Chriſt,certainly at that inſtant andin that particular 
at is not converted: but ſo doth every unworthy receiver. Therfore 4 
Father ſayes well, that wicked men in the Lords Supper do receive pa- 
nem Domini,b#! not panem Dominum bat certa:nly,at what inſlant 
a man i converted,he rccerves panem Dominum, wor can any poſſibly 
be converted, but at that inſ{ant be muſt of neceſs1ty receive Chriſt, If 
Ar. Prynn anſwer, he may be converted by Pray:r preceling, and the 
word's of inſtitution opened and applyed. I anſwer, i. Then although he 
have the worthineſs of perſon,yet he wants the worthineſs of alkuall pre- 
paration, and ſo is ſtill unworthy in that reſpect at leaſt. 2.Though ups; 
the former ſuppoſiton he be really we) thy, (as having truth of grace\yet 
he is viſibly unworthy till he have given [atisfattion to the Church for 
the particular ſcandall whereby he hath offended them, ard d. (honoured 
ihe zame of God,an1if he be trnly humbled (as no denbt every true c0n- 
vert 8) he will leave h#s gift at the Altar, and firſt go audbe reconciled 
to his brother,and then come and offer hs gift, Mat.5.23,24.1/ h- be not 
ſo fit ta eat the Paſſcover the firſt God wil accept him inthe ſecond month, 
And for my part,l can apprehend no way like ſuſpenſion, to prevent the 
dowble danger of an unworthy recerver , for if he neelect to come tothe 
Lords Supper,he ſlights it .If become anworthily,he cates and drinks his 
own damnation or judgment, But bans kept from the Sacrament ,hee is 
preſerved from bath iheſe guilts, And further ,by this penalty may bee 
bronght to athrough fight of his error,and ſo be fitted better for the $a- 
crament againſt the next opportunity. But enough and tos much by way of 
Preface, 1 fear 1 have mail top great a Porch for ſo little an houſe. Tet 1 
ſee not how it could well be ſpared, as being a neceſſary explication of my 


| znſuing deſign. I leave it t6 thy judgment and both thee and it to Gras 


vleſing. R. D. 
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Sixteen A nti-queries; 


P ropounded ro the Carechiſer 


Of 
DIOTREP HES 


2-9-8 Hether no ſcandalous Sin belong to Eccleſiaſticall cognt- 
g/ & zance: It fo, why then did the Apoſtle, and Church ot Cc- 
8/f& rinth preſume to judgs the inceituous Corinibian, 1 Cor. 5, 8 
+ 1 Cor,2. Or why bath God given his Miniſters the greatelt 
 abilitics to judge of all lins, if they mu't onely fee with 0- 

ther mens eyes,and judge nothing fcandalous,but what the 
MagiRrate judges ſo? If they may judge of any ſcandalous lin, why not of 
all?and thar this is more then a judgement of diſlike or reprootk, ſee 1 Coy. Eg. 
12,13. for ſo I may judge him that is without , who yet talls notunder the 
ſentence ofexcommunication,nor is capable of it. 

FH. Whether they who were the fittelt and ablelt judges of caſes dubious 
andtoo hard for inferiour Magiſtrates, Dez#.17.8,9.(according to Mr. Pryns 
own grant)might notJawfully judge of ordinary caſes alſo? Surely, Fethrs 
Exod,17.17,18.did not think Moſes ſinned fimply in judging leſſer matters, 
but counſePd him rather for his owne & the peoples caſe to refer pety mar- 
ters toinferiour Judges. . Further,it the High Prieit might judge of civil] 
mactcers, why not alſo,yea much more of ſpiritual}, being more within his 
ſpheare asa ſpiricuall perſon? Elſe the Magiſtrate, bcipg a recr eivill power 
might judge both of civil and ſpiricuall caſes, but the High Prielt being a (pi- 
rituall power, might judge onely of civillcafes. We deny not thejudging of 
ſcandalous fins to the Magiftrate;and reſt confident he wil never be to far ca- 


_ techiſed by Mr, Prynn,as todeny the judging of ſcandals tothe Mintitry,&c. 


[TI. Whether the caſes of Leprofieand Jealoulte were the .onely caſes 
wherein the Prieſts were appointed to be as Judges in the Old Tellament;(ee 
the contrary, Dear. 17. 8,9, which is alſo contelt by Mr.Przxn himſelf in his 
ſecond queltion immediately foregoing, 

I'V. Whether any deny the Parliament and their Lay-Commiſſioners 
power to enquire after, and puniſh ſcandalous linners, ( though I hndenot 
where they have any power by the Ordinance to puniſh) and whether that 
may not go very well hand in hand with the cen{ures of the Church , and 


"their enquiry, But the great qucſtion is, whether Lay-Commilſioners have 


power from the Word to ſuſpend Church cenſures againit ſcandalous per- 
ſons, Ifo, let Mr, Pryan thew an exprefſe place of Scripture for ſuch a ſu- 
ſpenfion,and we (hal toon yeeld the cauſe. Otherwiſe he muſt pardon us if we 


receive not this his Catechiſe for an Oracle, 
V. Whether any Miniſter claime power jzre Divir.0 to examine witneſſes 


upon oath:And whether Mr, Pryzn think the evidence againit the inceftuons 
A2 Corin- 


Sorinthlan was made good upon oath. [f the Parliament out of their care to 
prevent miſ-information,require an Oath of the Witneſſes, I hope that doth 
nor ſcruple his conſcience: and ifany Miniſter ſcruple it,therulin g Elders 
have 5 hamanum,and ſo by conſequence 5s Divinum to examine upon oath, 

VI.Furcher;whether the not mentioning,ornot appointingof ecclefiaſtica 
Jariſdi&ion In the Old Teitament(if granted)be proofe ſufficient againit the 
exerciſeof itin the New Teftament : Yet if Mr. Pryan pleaſe to conſul. Ez &. 

23. v.28,29.& Ezek,44-7,9. 1 beleeve he will find that not onely ceremonj- 
all, but alſo morall pollutions defiled the houſe of God; and that therefore 
ſuch were to be kept back, 

VII. Whether Miniſters under the Law had equal JuriſdiQion with Mini- 
ſters underthe Goſpel;jand whether Magiſtrates either under the Lawor Go- 
ſpel had preperly any Ecclefialticall power.If the former,then Prieſts might 
excommunicate under theLaw for [candalous lingwhich both may bedone, 
and hath been doneunder the Goſpel,1 Cor.z,& T ir,3.10. If the latter,then 
ler Mr, Prynz give us an expreſſe Scripture-evidence for the Magiſtrates pows- 


er to excommunicate: or that the Church might not excommunicate(when 


once it had Chriſtian Magiltrates) till it had order from them. 

V III. Whether there be any expreſle text in all the New Teſtament, gi- 
ving Juriſdiftion by Divine right to all Minifters, Presbyteries, &c, to ſu- 
ſpend or excommunicate all ſcandalous perſons ; yea, though they profclſe 
and proteſt they will-never repent. Itſo, Jet Mr. Przzm produce thoſe places, 
and we fhall make them good alſo againit thoſe that being convinced of 
frandalous fins,do externally pretend and profeſs repentance in general!l,bur 
givenot the Church offended particular ſatisfa&ion for a particular ſean- 
dall. If he can produceno ſach poſitive text,then let him ſpeak out, that a 
viſible Devill, though he openly profeſſe he will live and dye in his abomiipa- 
tions,yet ought not to be deryed the Sacrament; if heedefireto haveit: or 
elſe let him give us leave to prove our afſertions by good conſequences, which 
himſelf mutt be forced to we, for proving tarre greater. matters than Eccieli- 
aſticall Juriſdi&ion. | 

IX. What rules or preſidents there are in Scripture to. dete:mine 
Matters controverted between particular Churches,or ina particular church, 
and if the Officers of ſeveral! Charches may meet for that end, AF. 15, Why 
notalfo forrelieving of parties wronged by any-particular Church in way. 
'Y cenſure, & otherwiſe,what relief could the Primitive Churches have had 
for 300 years after Chriſt, Who denies the laſt appeal to the Magiftrate in 
caſe the Church either cannot, or will not doe their duty; or havingdone 
their duty, yetcannot ppevaile with obſtinate Churches or pegſons to re» 
claimethem ? 

X, Whether that power of cenſuring may juſtly be ſuſpeSted , which 
of it {elf alone,is not fully able to redrefſe all abuſes and corruptions : and 
whether then all power,both civill and ecclefiaſticall may not be {ufpe&ed; 
hace the Magiltrate cannot fully reform all abuſes, and:the Church power 


may reforme all abuſes, or cut offall unretormable perſons tromtheircam<- 


18102, which is all God requires of bis Church, In which caſc,if the party 


CEN=- 


' 
_ OE a aw ok 


{* cenſured obtrude himfelf forcibly upon the Church.and. Ordinances , 'the = 
C hurch cannot be counted either irreligious or uncivill to repel! ſuch force 
with force,and therein to crave the Magiſtrates aſſiſtance, which hee can- 
not in conſcience or equity deny. The Officers of the High Prielt knew this 
well cnough,and therefore were affraid to apprehend the Apoliles forcibly, 
AG15 .26, 

X I. Whether the Church,/at.18. v.15, 17. being meant of Presbytery, 
(which Mr. Pryzn ſeems to diflike)way not much more cenſure grofle (ins 
committed againſt God,then leſſer tins committed againſt my brother: and 
whethera truly pious ſoul be not more offended with grofle {ins committed 
againſt God,than a particular wrong done unto himſelf. [f ic be meant of the 
Civill Magiſtrate, or Jewiſh Sanhediin (as he pretends)there's no doubt but 
complaint might be niade unto them of grofle ſins as well as of perſona]l 
wrongs. And although I cannot forgive the wrong done by a ſcandalous (in 
ner to an whole ſociety;yetif his repentance appear to me being a mcmber of 
that ſociery,I both may,and oughtro forgive him for my owne particular : 
as when my brother wrongs me, I ought to forgive him the injury done my 
ſelf, though I cannot forgive the wrong he doth God by the ſame offence, 

XII. Whether they,who have rightand power todetermine contro- 
verſies authoritatively,havenot alſo right to cenſure and ſupprefle ſcandals: 
Otherwiſe thoſe Seducers might ſtil have gone on to trouble the Chu;ch of 
Antioch,notwithſtanding the decrees of the Synod, had there been no power 
in the Church to ſuppreſs rhem:And if the Church had power then to judge 
Hereftes and ſcandalls,ler Mr. Pryzn fhew where they loſt that Charter 3 and 
where Chriſt aid the Church ſhould have that power no longer then till he 
{nt them Chriſtian Magiltrates ; or that civi!l cenſures give a ſ#perſedear, to 
Eccleſiaſticall cenſures. 

X 111. Whether that precept of the Apoſtle, x Cor.5. for caſting out the 
inceſtuous Corintbiax,be not a clear & conitant prelident for the like cenfure 
to be paſt upon all ſcandalous {inners, Otherwiſe let Mr. Pryzz give us a rea- 
ſon why one ſcandalous fin ſhould be cenſifred by the Church , rather then 
another, He that bid them purge out the old leaven, and not to eat with a 
ſcandalous brother, I think ſpeaks plaine enough,that ſuch a perſon ought 
tobe ca{t out. Doth not the Scripture by inſtancing in one particular, in- 
clude all ofthe ſame kind;zand muſt 1:t every text be interpreted in thelJar-- 
geſt ſenſe, unleſſe there be ſume juſt ground of limitation ? I thought it had 
been a good rule both in Logick and Divinity, A quatenus ad onne valet Conſe- 
quentia.Ocherwiſe if his blaming them for not calting out the inceſtuous Coe 
riniþi.n be not a juſt item for the Church to caſt out all ſcandalous perſons 
then his blaming them for not mourning for that ſeandalous fin,is no war- 
ning for any Church to mourne for ſcandalous fins committed by any of 
their members,r.Cor.5,2.1 cannot ſee why the.cenfureof a Magiſtrate ſhould 
hinder Church-cenſures, more than the reproof of a Magiſtrate ſhould hin- 
der Church-reproof and admonition. The ſame offence committed both a- 
gain|t Church and State,may juſtly be reproved & cenſured both by Church | 


and State, As for Suſpenſion,which he fo - 94g ſtickles againſt both in this 
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" and other places; let him ſhew me a reaſon why they who have power to do 
the greater, may not doe theleſfer. He that hath power to hang,lI think hath 
alſo power to mul& or ſcourge ; and why ſhould not they have power to 
ſaſpend from one Ordinance, that have power to caſt out of the Church 
and ſo to keep back from a!l Ordinances?(according to Mr. Pr) #n:)Though 
for my part I ſeenot where he can cleare itby Scripture that an excommy- 
nicated perſon muſt be kept from all Ordinances, To inſtance patticular! y 
in hearing,where Is it ſaid an excommunicated perſon ſhal not have ſo much 
as the priviledge of one that is without, r Cor. 14. 24,25. Might an Infidel! 
heare the Word for his converſion, and ſhall an excommunicated perſon be 
denyed the benefit of that Ordinance? I grant by excommunication he is as 
an heathen, but why he may not have the priviledge of one that is withour, 
I defire Mr. Pry#n to inftru& me, and I hall thanke him for it. For my part, 
I belecve this opinion of his is as true as that other formerly vented by him 
with ſo much confidence, namely, that the Lords Supper is a converting or- 
dinance, Butl pray, where is there any cleare Scripture evidence, ei« 
ther by way of precept orexample, that the Lords Supper was appointed to 
convert,or hath converted any, We deny not but the meditation of Chrifts 
death, the words of infticution, and the Sacramentall elements and a&ions 
may doe much, and let Mr. Pry fhew mee in Scripture, why either an ex- 
communicated perſon,or al infidell may not be prelenc atall theſe, yet nej- 
ther of them may be admitted to partake of the Ordinance,and who knows 
what a prevailing argument it may be for their conver{ion to ſee the chil- 
dren of God litting at his Table,and themſelves ſhut out as dogs, Lxk.13.28 
Chat which ſhall worke confuſion at the day of judgement mxy now worke 
converlion in the day of grace:pet I dare not ſay,every thing that may con» 
vert,is a converting ordinance; the works of God,an holy converſation,and 
the ſufferings of the taartyrs may poſſibly convert, and no doubt have con - 
verted many : yet whoever called tkem converting ordinances ? They well 
may b: occaſions of converting, but it mult be an exprefſe word of Inftitu- 
thon thatmakes a converting Ordinance ; or at leait ro make a thing pro» 
perly a Divine Ordinance , there mutt bee a ſtrong and cleareconſequence 
from Scripture, And here by the way T humbly conceive that jus Divinum is 
ofa largercxtent,than eithera Divine Ordinance, or a D:vine inſtitution : 
There is no !awfull or good ation,but hath a jus Divinum to jultie it;and 
that either m.,n1ateritm,or perm ſroum, eltherin expretle CErmes ,or by good 
(thongh not immediate, conſequence; but this is not enough to make a Di- 
vine Ordinance. This I note the rather to take away that cavill againſt di- 
vers things in the Presby terian government, as pleaded for jure D,vins: the 
meaning is not, that every particular ith that Government hath exprelle 
words of Scripture immediately to make it good:norcan any Church-go- 
vernment in the world, plead by {ſuch a Charter:but that what is held init 
as of Divine right may becleared by good conſequence out of Scripture,and 
Þ-ath no juſt Scriptureevidenceagainlt it, . But 1 crave pardon for this long 
digreſſion. Onely I delire the Reader to obſerve how importunate Mr. Pry»z 


is torus to bring expreſſe proofs of Scripture for our tenet*;and yet _ 
ath, 


__ 2 Y 


hath.nor can bring one expreſſe place to prove the Lords Supper a conver 


ting ordinance;but is glad to fly to conſequencee,and thoſe both weak and 
Err ONIOUS, 

X1V. Whether, the Magiitrate punifhing ofan obſtinate offendor (at 
the motion ofthe Chu: ch,make him a meer ſervant or executioner to Pres- 
byterics, Congregations,or Church- officers. If one particular Miniſter may 
in the name of God,command a Magiſtrate to do his duty, whether it be in 
matters of Religion or Jultice ; Ifee not why a company of Miniſters, &c. 
may not defire him to puniſh a malefator, which he ought to doe, whether 
delired by them or no. Ir ſeems by Mr. Prynns inference the State of Scoilmd 
is a mecr Servant and executioner to the Church;and the Presbyterian Go- 
verament is like to prove as bad astiat of the Pope & Prelates: ſuch odious 
compariſons might with far more honor and conſcience be buied in filence. 

X V. Whether may I not d:{ire Authority to ſettle that jrre Divizo, 
which indeed is ſo (although not fo apprehended by divers in Authority) 
and which both Parliament and people havecovenanted the ſetling of, ac- 
cording to the word of God. And whether moſt ofthe Reformed Churches 
havenot this (unlimited,arbicrary )power,as(he calls it)to cenſure all ſcan- 
dalous ſinners,and that without any enumeration of particular fins, or ap- 
peal to Lay=commiſſioners:and ſo{according to M.Prynn)arein a worle cafe 
then if they were under thedomineering of the Lordly Prclates. 

X V I. Whether the former abule of the Magiſtrates favour,with all the 
evil conſequences thereof, be a fafe ground to deny that juſt power where- 
withall God hath inveſted his Church,and of the exerciſe whereof wee have 
examples in the new Teſtament. And whether by the ſame argument Magi- 
ftrzcy it ſelfe might not be cryed downe, fince there is no form of Govern- 
ment, whether inferiour or ſuperiour, but hath heen too too much abuſed 
to tyranny,&c, Yer I wonder withall Mr. Pry doth not bring one inſtance 
of tyranny under the Presbyterian Government in any of the Reformed 
Churches:whol hope donot deſerve the name of Diotrepher,nor need to be 
catechiſed by Mr. Pry. 

To conclude therefore with him,I grant Chriſts yoakis ealte,but notto a 
carnall heart. And I delire Mr. Pryunto give one inſtance in praftice, where 
the Pre:byterian Government, hath been an hard yoke, unlefle to ſuch who 
ſickle for a lawleſſe liberty of doing and ſpeaking what they pleaſe under 
the notion of a pretended liberty of conſcience. . 

If ſhould make bold toadde @ne Queſtion more to the fixteen; namely, 
whethe: by what Mr. Prynn hath written about this and other ſubjeRs, ic 
th not appeare that he is far better verſed in Law than Goſpel : it might 
happily bee offeniive; and therefore I forbeare : onely I ſhall add this, 
that if the Goſpel prevailed more,the Law would be in far l:ffe requelt : and 
with heartily the fear of this did not make too many tickle ſomuch againſt 
the Presbyterian Government, which if once rightly ſetied,l dare venture to 
prophecy it would cut off many needleſſe Law-ſuits,& prevent manya bitter 
potion. I honour both Law and Phyfick, yet wiſh with all my heart that 
every man were ſo contcientivus and peaceable as there might be no need of 
Laws 


Lawyers: and ſo temperate and healthfull,as there might bee no workefor 
Phykitians. And he that is of another mind, I {hall bee bold to tell him he is 
in the number of thoſe that cat up the {in of Gods peoplezand {et their hearts 
upon their iniquity, Hof.4.8. How ever,l cannot but wonder at Mr, Prynzs 0- 
verweening confidence both in this and other writings of his about church 
Government. He cannot but know that the Honourable Houſes of Parlia- 
ment after conſultation had with the Aﬀſembly of Divines, and a ſolemne 
Covenant entred into to reform the Government according to the Worg 
have paſt an Ocdinance for ſuſpenſion of ſcandalous perſons from the Sacra. 
ment. And therefore it might well have become him not to write ſo magiltc- 
rially,as if the ſpirit of God had leftail them to coine to him. Had any, be- 
ing not a profelt Lawyer,paſtas confident a vote a gainit any Law matter de- 
termined by an Aſſembly of theableſt Judges and Lawyers, I ſhould nor 
have blamed Mr. Pryzr, it he had ſaid, Ne jwutor witra crepidam, Let himſelfe 
thenjudge whether ic bee not a preſumption for one that is not a Divine to 
vote ſo peremptorily againſt an Alſembly of the moſt able and godly Divines 
in the Chriſtzan world.-Hath Mr. Pry»z been preſent at all the debates about 
this argument, and heard all that was argued tor it in the Reverend Afﬀem- 
bly? He might at leaſt have ſuſpended his Catechile,til] he had feen what an- 
ſwer they could have given to the Qu.#ries of the Honourable Houſe of 
Commons, but fince heis ſo confident in particular againt ſuſpenſion ; Let 
him anſwer me direaly,whether noneare to be ſulpended from the Sacrae 
ment of the Lords Supper. If he fay ſome may be ſufpended , let him [hew 
me an expreff: place of Scripture to warrant it, and what perſons may bee 
ſuſpended, and in what caſes. It he hold the univerſlall regative,then it will 
neceſſarily follow that Infants,fools,mad-men,perſons aQually drunk,yea, 
very heathens and infidells ought ro be admitted to the Lords Supper, }f he 
fay,all theſe are viſibly uncapable of that Ordinancc: I ask him why?for the 
Scripture ſayes not in expreſſe termes, admit ro inhde!l,mad-man,&c, The 
ground then of their noz-admittance mult be cleared by way of conſequence, 
becauſe ſuch cannot receive worthily, Irs apparent then, rhat vilible un» 
worthines is ajult ground of 2o»-admifſion to the Lords Supper. As therfore 
reall unworthinefle ſhould make the party foibear, ſovilible unworthineſte 
isa juſt ground for the Church to ſuſpend him: and that whether this uns 
worthineſsbe perſonall or preparatory, and this latter bee negative by na- 
turall incapacity,or privative by negle&, or poſitive by the guilt of fome 
ſcandalous fin unrepented of;any of theſe,it known, make a perſon viſibly 
unworthy. If then viſible unworthineſle be the c2#/a firmali,of mon-admiflt- 
onzthen 2 quateny ad omnz, Ofc, all that are vilibly unworthy muſt be ſuſpert- 
ded. Nor can Mr. Prym prove it by Scripture or good Logick thata gan:rall 
outward fhew of repentance,can make him vilibly worthy , who by a ſean- 
dalous fin hath made himſelf vitibly unworthy ;nay,did he truly repent,un- 
leſs that repentance were viſble,(as che ſcandall was) I ſhould queltion his 
admiſſion, He that is really worthy,may be vilibly unworthy; as he chatis 
really unworthy,may be vilibly worthy. 
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